[F] “Just as you say there, “They examine the marks of terefah on a festival 
[since involved is whether or not the beast may be slaughtered and 
eaten that day, in line with M. 3:3], so they examine the firstling on the 
festival [to see whether or not it has been blemished and so may be 
eaten]. [This sort of examination is permitted, because it is parallel to 
the other. ]” 


[G] [Testing this analogy,] R. Yudan raised the question, “The 
consideration of doubtfully tithed produce derives from the ruling 
of scribes, and the examination of the terefah marks of a beast 
derives from the authority of the scribes likewise. Shall we then 
say: Just as they examine the terefah signs of a beast on a festival 
day, so along these same lines they separate [the required tithes and 
offerings] from doubtfully tithed produce on the festival day? [But 
we know that that is not the case. J” 


[11:1 A] [With reference to M. 3:4C, A beast the blemish of which was not 
discerned while it was still day before the festival is not in the 
category of that which is ready for festival use while it is still day 
before the festival,] R. Abbahu in the name of R. Yosé b. Haninah: 
“Any beast, the blemish of which indeed has been discerned on the eve 
of the festival, but which the expert declared permissible for 
slaughtering only on the festival day itself — this is not regarded as 
something that is in the category of that which is ready [for festival use 
while it is still day before the festival].” 


[B] And lo, it has been taught: A firstborn calf born from a terefah cow on the 
festival — itis permitted [to slaughter and eat such a beast on that 
day]. [Now there is no way that such a beast can be considered ready 
for festival use on the day before the festival.] 


[C] Said R. Hisda, “Interpret the rule to apply to a case in which an expert 
happened to go by and examine it. [In such an instance, after the fact, 
the beast may be slaughtered and eaten.]” 


[D] A case came before R. Immi, and he considered ruling: “[In a case in 
which] R. Judah and R. Simeon [differ], the law accords with R. 
Judah.” 


[E] R. Hoshaiah produced a Tannaitic teaching in the name of Bar Qapparah 
from the South, and that teaching was as follows: “And sages say, 
‘Any beast, the blemish of which had been discerned prior to the 
festival, but which a sage permitted [for slaughter] only on the festival 
day — this does not constitute a beast in the category of that which is 
ready for festival use while it is still day before the festival.’ [This then 
would not accord with Judah’s position. ]” 


